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Detailed Action 
Claims 1-10 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U. S. Patent 
No. 5,504,889 by Burgess in view of U. S. Patent No. 6,490,583 by Tada et al. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U. S. Patent No. 
5,504,889 by Burgess in view of U. S. Patent No. 6,490,583 by Tada et al in further view of U. 
S. Patent No. 6,072,490 by Bates. 

Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U. S. Patent 
No. 6,490,583 by Tada et al in view of U. S. Patent No. 5,504,889 by Burgess. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U. S. Patent No. 
6,490,583 by Tada et al in view of U. S. Patent No. 5,504,889 by Burgess in further view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,862,325 by Reed et al. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U. S. Patent No. 
5,504,889 by Burgess in view of U. S. Patent No. 6,490,583 by Tada et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , 

The Burgess reference teaches a system of indicating user status (Burgess: col. 1, lines 
25-27) for users and provides a status indication indicating the user status in said displayed status 
row bar (Burgess: col. 1, lines 33-43), 
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The Burgess reference does not explicitly state the use of grouping users. 

The Tada reference teaches a system where at least one of a plurality of users is of 
groupware (Tada: col. 2, lines 28-34) and displaying a status row bar in a view window of each 
user (Tada: col. 5, lines 44-47; Fig. 3). 

The Tada reference further teaches the document management system overcomes 
problems related to cost, operation management, maintenance, and expandability as access 
controls increase (Tada: col. 19-26). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the system of indicating user status as taught by Burgess while employing 
groupware as taught by Tada in order to overcome the problems related to cost, operation 
management, maintenance, and expandability as access controls increase (Tada: col. 19-26). 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under the same rationale given above. In the rejections set fourth, 
the examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the relevant teachings of Tada et 
al and Burgess. 

Regarding claim 2, the method according to claim 1 wherein said user status indicates 
whether the at least one of the plurality of users has read a document (Burgess: col. 1, lines 33- 
38). 

Regarding claim 3, the method according to claim 1, wherein when the users are divided 
into groups (Tada: col. 2, lines 35-40; col. 3, lines 25-30; Fig 3), said status indication shows 
what percentage of the users of each group have read each document for each group (Burgess: 
col. 2, lines 12-15). 

Regarding claim 4, the method according to claim 1 , wherein when the documents are 
divided into document groups, each of which consists of a plurality of documents (Tada: Fig 8), 
said status indication shows whether at least one of the documents in each document group has 
not been read for each document group (Burgess: col. 2, lines 12-20). 
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Regarding claim 5, 

The Burgess and Tada references teach a system of indicating user status in groupware. 

The Burgess and Tada references do not explicitly state the use of colors or patterns in 
displaying user status. 

The Bates reference teaches displaying status indication provided by colors or patterns 
(Bates: col. 10, lines 38-45) in a method of displaying and linking nodes of individual records 
(Bates: col. 53-57). 

The Bates reference further teaches display elements can display the retrieve status easily 
and quickly (Bates: col. 4, lines 28-31). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the system of indicating user status in groupware as taught by Burgess and 
Tada while using colors or patterns as taught by Bates in order to display the status easily and 
quickly (Bates: col. 4, lines 28-31). 

Regarding claim 6, 

The Tada reference teaches an apparatus of users of groupware (Tada: col. 2, lines 28- 
34), said apparatus comprising: 

a server (Tada: Figure 1 connected via tag 80) connected to a network (Tada: col. 7, line 
38) and including a status database (Tada: col. 5, lines 41-47); 

a manager operation section connected to said network and including a manager screen 
and a manager input device (Tada: col. 3, lines 32-45); and 

a user operation section connected to said network and including at least one user screen 
and at least one user input device (Tada: col. 7, lines 37-41). 

The Tada reference does not explicitly state indicating user status. 

The Burgess reference teaches a method of indicating a user status (Burgess: col. 1, lines 

25-2). 

The Burgess reference further teaches this robust and efficient system (Burgess: col. 2, 
lines 12-15) overcomes the problem of users relying on their memory to determine which files 
they have read (Burgess: col. 1, lines 19-21) 
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Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the apparatus of grouping users in a system with manager and user operations 
as taught by Tada while employing indicating user status as taught by Burgess to overcome the 
need to for users to remember which files they have read (Burgess: col. 1 , lines 19-21). 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under the same rationale given above. In the rejections set 
fourth, the examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the relevant teachings of 
Tada et al and Burgess. 

Regarding claim 7, the apparatus according to claim 6 wherein said user status indication 
indicates whether a user has accessed a document in said groupware (Burgess: col. 1, lines 33- 
38). 

Regarding claim 8, the apparatus according to claim 7 5 wherein when a user changes said 
document, the statuses of the other of said plurality of users are set to "not read" in said status 
database (Burgess: col. 4, lines 20-25). 

Regarding claim 9, 

The Tada and Burgess references teach an apparatus of indicating user status in a 
groupware environment with manager and user interfaces. 

The Tada and Burgess references do not explicitly state the use of email to notify of 
updated or cached out files. 

The Reed reference teaches the apparatus according to claim 7, further comprising a mail 
generation component from which a mail is sent to members of a specific group who have not 
read the document (Reed: col. 133, lines 50-53; lines 24-34). 

The Reed reference further teaches that the use of the communications object does not 
require any special server program or complex configuration and it can employ notification 
control to allow every member of the list to filter messages (Reed: col. 133, lines 53-56). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create an apparatus of indicating user status in a groupware environment with 
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manager and user interfaces as taught by Tada and Burgess while employing a email notification 
tool as taught by Reed in order to notify users of new or updated data without a complicated 
configuration or special server program and allowing the users of the list to filter messages 
(Reed: col. 133, lines 53-56). 

Regarding claim 10, 

The Tada reference teaches a program storage device readable by machine (Tada: col. 5, 
lines 10-20; Figure 1 tag 60) for at least one of a plurality of users of groupware (Tada: col. 2, 
lines 28-34) that displays a status row bar in a view window of each user (Tada: col. 5, lines 44- 
47; Fig. 3); and 

The Tada reference does not explicitly state the user of indicating user status. 

The Burgess reference teaches providing status indication indicating the user status in 
said displayed status row bar (Burgess: col. 1, lines 33-43) in a program storage device through a 
tangibly embodying a program of instructions executable by the machine to perform method 
steps for indicating user status (Burgess: col 1, lines 25-27) 

The Burgess reference further teaches this robust and efficient system (Burgess: col. 2, 
lines 12-15) overcomes the problem of users relying on their memory to determine which files 
they have read (Burgess: col. 1, lines 19-21) 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to create the apparatus of grouping users in a system with manager and user operations as 
taught by Tada while employing indicating user status as taught by Burgess to overcome the 
need to for users to remember which files they have read (Burgess: col. 1, lines 19-21). 
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Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 



u. 


s. 


Patent No. 5,51 1,187 issued to Cragun. 


u. 


s. 


Patent No. 5,590,178 issued to Murakami et al. 


u. 


s. 


Patent No. 6,057,835 issued to Sato et al. 


u. 


s. 


Patent No. 5,588,766 issued to Bates et al. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R Bruckart whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0324. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30 PM with every other Friday off 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (703) 308-6662. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-0324. 

Benjamin R Bruckart 
Examiner 
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